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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in reply to the remarks filed 29 April 2009. 

Status of Claims 

2. No claims are currently amended. Claims 1-3, 8-10, 14, 16, 18, 20, 24-26, 30-34, 40-44, 
49, 50 and 62-64 are currently pending. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

3. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 29 April 2009 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 29 April 2009 have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive. 

5. Applicant argues that Downing does not disclose the use of a money pick-up device and 
corresponding pin to access transferred funds. The Examiner agrees with the Applicant, 
however, the Examiner notes that it is the combination of teachings which is relied on for the 
rejection of claim 1. One cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually 
where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 
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208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). Therefore, it is the combination of Downing in view of Corder in further view of Risafi 
that teaches a money pick-up device and corresponding pin to access transferred funds. 
Applicant has not provided arguments that the combination fails to teach this limitation. 
Therefore, Applicant's arguments against Downing individually are not persuasive. 
6. Applicant argues that Downing teaches away form Corder and Risafi and requiring a 
money pick up device and pin. The Examiner respectfully disagrees. It has been held that a 
prior art reference must either be in the field of applicant's endeavor or, if not, then be 
reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the applicant was concerned, in order 
to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 
F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Downing, Corder and Risafi are all 
in the field of Applicant's endeavor and related to the particular problem with which Applicant is 
concerned. Applicant's specification states that a need exists in the art for a money transfer 
system that is significantly easier and quicker to use by both transferring parties and 
beneficiaries. Downing teaches an invention for a system and method for convenient funds 
transfers (column 3, lines 40-53). Corder teaches a system and method for transferring value that 
easy for customers to use and relatively inexpensive for business to install and maintain (column 
1, line 64-67 and column 2, line 66 thru column 3, line 30). Risafi teaches that the invention is 
used for transferring money between two cardholders (column 5, lines 11-17). Therefore, 
Downing, Corder and Risafi are all in the field of applicant's endeavor or, if not, then be 
reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the applicant was concerned, in order 
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to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the claimed invention. Therefore the prior art is 
analogous. 

Further Downing, does not teach away. Downing teaches providing a beneficiary with a 
unique device pick-up code (column 7, lines 6-17). Downing then teaches that a recipient uses 
CAT machine to receive the funds. Downing teaches that the CAT machines have card readers 
(column 4, lines 61-67), however, the card reader is not required for the recipient to access the 
funds. Specifically, Downing teaches a secret code selected by the sender at the time the transfer 
was requested as well as a transfer confirmation reference number generated by the system and 
printed on the receipt is all that is required (column 7, lines 6-17). The beneficiary uses a CAT 
and enters the secret code and reference number to obtain the request funds (column 7, lines 29- 
42). While Downing teaches that use of a CAT, which allows the beneficiary to obtain funds 
without a card/PIN, Downing also teaches that invention can be used in connections with ATMs 
(column 10, lines 34-36). Downing teaches the use of a PIN when reading the card of the 
transferor (column 10, lines 37-47). Downing further teaches differentiating pick-up codes 
from the sender's PIN to increase security in the system (column 9, lines 57-64). 

Corder teaches a smart card system for transferring value (Abstract and title). 
Specifically, Corder teaches that a customer telephones the central server apparatus and requests 
a transfer of value, i.e. money from a pre-established account of the customer at a bank, to an 
account of the entity operating the stored value system (column 4, lines 27-44). After funds are 
verified, an authorization code (i.e. single use pick-up code) is provided to the customer (column 
4, lines 54-67). Corder further teaches that once an authorization code is provided to a customer, 
the authorization code is deactivated, so that it cannot be provided to other customers (column 5, 
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lines 3-8: single use). Continuing, the customer then goes to a value added terminal (ATM) and 
inputs the authorization code and the value added terminal can either obtain a supply of smart 
cards from which it can select one and program the card with the appropriate dollar amount 
(column 5, lines 22-33). After the value added terminal programs the smart card with the cash 
value, the authorization code is deactivated in a manner similar with the deactivation mentioned 
earlier (column 5, lines 46-54; Therefore the code can only be used one for a single transaction). 
The card is then dispensed to the customer who can use the card as electronic or digital cash at 
any number of money activated machines (column 6, lines 15-25). Corder fails to teach that the 
authorization code is provided from the customer to a beneficiary and instead the customer picks 
up the card himself. Risafi teaches that a card can be used to transfer money (column 9, lines 51- 
57). Risafi teaches cards can be purchased at a point of sale location, at an ATM, at any 
designated/approved card-dispensing device or from a card issuer or designated agent of the card 
issuer (column 6, lines 47-57). Risafi teaches issuing by a program sponsor to a card user a card 
with a PIN, in which the consumer (beneficiary) can even change the PIN if desired (column 6, 
lines 58-65). Risafi teaches that the card can be used to transfer money, including wire transfer 
(column 9, lines 27-57). Risafi also teaches that a program sponsor can cause the card to be 
issued on behalf of a card user and assign a PIN to the card (column 6, lines 48-64). Risafi 
teaches that issuers or agents can sell or distribute card to card users or they can be obtained at a 
standalone terminal (column 10, lines 1-31). The cards can be acquired for the purpose of 
withdrawing cash (column 10, lines 32-35). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Downing of giving a code to a beneficiary to 
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include using single use codes to pick smart cards with pins as taught by Corder and Risafi 
because it provides for secure transmission of funds to a user using readily accessible machines 
and allows the beneficiary to only take cash from the transferred funds when needed. 

Further, as discussed above, Downing discloses that the CAT machines have card readers 
and that the structure generally corresponds to those found in conventional ATM machines 
(column 4, lines 61 thru column 5, line 6). Therefore, the technical ability exists to combined the 
elements as claimed and the results of the combination are predictable. KSR Int'l Co. v. Teleflex 
Inc., 127 S. Ct. 1727, 82 uSPQ2d 1385 (U.S. April 30, 2007). 

For these reasons, Applicant's argument that Downing teaches away is not persuasive 
and therefore the rejection under Downing, in view or Corder, in view of Risafi is maintained. 
7. Applicant argues that the combination of elements from the cited prior fails to disclose 
Applicant's invention because a critical element's function outside the combination is altered 
within the combination. This argument is addressed above, but the Examiner reasserts the 
position here. Downing teaches away form Corder and Risafi and requiring a money pick up 
device and pin. The Examiner respectfully disagrees. It has been held that a prior art reference 
must either be in the field of applicant's endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the 
particular problem with which the applicant was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis 
for rejection of the claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992). In this case, Downing, Corder and Risafi are all in the field of Applicant's endeavor 
and related to the particular problem with which Applicant is concerned. Applicant's 
specification states that a need exists in the art for a money transfer system that is significantly 
easier and quicker to use by both transferring parties and beneficiaries. Downing teaches an 
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invention for a system and method for convenient funds transfers (column 3, lines 40-53). 
Corder teaches a system and method for transferring value that easy for customers to use and 
relatively inexpensive for business to install and maintain (column 1, line 64-67 and column 2, 
line 66 thru column 3, line 30). Risafi teaches that the invention is used for transferring money 
between two cardholders (column 5, lines 11-17). Therefore, Downing, Corder and Risafi are all 
in the field of applicant's endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular 
problem with which the applicant was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for 
rejection of the claimed invention. Therefore the prior art is analogous. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1-3, 8-10, 14, 16, 18, 20, 24-26, 30-34, 40-44, 49, 50 and 62-64 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Downing et al. (hereinafter Downing) U.S. Patent 
5,963,647 in view of Corder et al. (hereinafter Corder) U.S. Patent 5,936,221 in further view of 
Risafi et al. (hereinafter Risafi) U.S. Patent 6,473,500. 

Regarding claims 1, 8, 14, 18, 20, 24, 33, 34, 42 and 62-64, Downing teaches a method 
for transferring a sum of money from a customer to a beneficiary via a money -transfer company, 



Application/Control Number: 09/635,330 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3693 

a network of money dispensing machines and corresponding personal codes capable of selective 
operations of said money dispensing machines, said method comprising: collecting said sum of 
money, via said money-transfer company, from a customer for transfer to a beneficiary (column 
6, lines 18-47 and column 10, lines 37-63) and providing said beneficiary with a unique device 
pick-up code (column 7, lines 6-17). Downing then teaches that the recipient uses another CAT 
machine to receive the funds. While the CAT machines have card readers (column 4, lines 61- 
67), it is not required that the recipient use a card to access the funds. Specifically, Downing 
teaches a secret code selected by the sender at the time the transfer was requested as well as a 
transfer confirmation reference number generated by the system and printed on the receipt 
(column 7, lines 6-17). The beneficiary then uses a CAT and enters the secret code and 
reference number to obtain the request funds (column 7, lines 29-42). While Downing teaches 
that use of a CAT, which allows the beneficiary to obtain funds without a card/PIN, Downing 
also teaches that invention can be used in connections with ATMs (column 10, lines 34-36). 
Downing teaches the use of a PIN when reading the card of the transferor (column 10, lines 37- 
47). Downing further teaches differentiating pick-up codes from the sender's PIN to increase 
security in the system (column 9, lines 57-64). Downing fails to teach using a single-use device 
pick-up code to obtain a money pick-up device. 

Corder teaches a smart card system for transferring value (Abstract and title). 
Specifically, Corder teaches that a customer telephones the central server apparatus and requests 
a transfer of value, i.e. money from a pre-established account of the customer at a bank, to an 
account of the entity operating the stored value system (column 4, lines 27-44). After funds are 
verified, an authorization code (i.e. single use pick-up code) is provided to the customer (column 
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4, lines 54-67). Corder further teaches that once an authorization code is provided to a customer, 
the authorization code is deactivated, so that it cannot be provided to other customers (column 5, 
lines 3-8: single use). Continuing, the customer then goes to a value added terminal (ATM) and 
inputs the authorization code and the value added terminal can either obtain a supply of smart 
cards from which it can select one and program the card with the appropriate dollar amount 
(column 5, lines 22-33). After the value added terminal programs the smart card with the cash 
value, the authorization code is deactivated in a manner similar with the deactivation mentioned 
earlier (column 5, lines 46-54; Therefore the code can only be used one for a single transaction). 
The card is then dispensed to the customer who can use the card as electronic or digital cash at 
any number of money activated machines (column 6, lines 15-25). Corder fails to teach that the 
authorization code is provided from the customer to a beneficiary and instead the customer picks 
up the card himself. However, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of Downing of giving a code to a 
beneficiary to include using single use codes to pick smart cards as taught by Corder because it 
provides for secure transmission of funds to a user using readily accessible machines and allows 
the beneficiary to only take cash from the transferred funds when needed. 

Downing fails to teach personal codes. Corder teaches that each smart card is 
programmed with a specific code that is recognized by value added terminals as being the code 
of the present invention and thus when a customer inserts a smart card into a value added 
terminal, the terminal verifies that the card is authorized for use (column 6, lines 15-25). Corder 
fails to teach that this is a personal code. 
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Risafi teaches that a card can be used to transfer money (column 9, lines 51-57). Risafi 
teaches cards can be purchased at a point of sale location, at an ATM, at any 
designated/approved card-dispensing device or from a card issuer or designated agent of the card 
issuer (column 6, lines 47-57). Risafi teaches issuing by a program sponsor to a card user a card 
with a PIN, in which the consumer (beneficiary) can even change the PIN if desired (column 6, 
lines 58-65). Risafi teaches that the card can be used to transfer money, including wire transfer 
(column 9, lines 27-57). Risafi also teaches that a program sponsor can cause the card to be 
issued on behalf of a card user and assign a PIN to the card (column 6, lines 48-64). Risafi 
teaches that issuers or agents can sell or distribute card to card users or they can be obtained at a 
standalone terminal (column 10, lines 1-31). The cards can be acquired for the purpose of 
withdrawing cash (column 10, lines 32-35). Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of 
Downing in view or Corder to include the personal code teachings of Risafi because it provides 
for secure transactions when using the card at a ATM machine. 

Claims 2, 9, and 25, Downing fails to teach obtaining a money pick-up device with a 
personal code. Risafi teaches obtaining cards with a personal code that is pre-assigned (column 
6, lines 48-64). Specifically Risafi teaches that the card can be obtained via a third party (POS, 
ATM, dispensing device, designated agent of the card issuer) where the user may then select a 
PIN. Therefore Risafi does teach the ability for the beneficiary to acquire the necessary 
card/information, not directly from the transferor. Corder teaches a smart card system for 
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transferring value (Abstract and title). Specifically, Corder teaches that a customer telephones 
the central server apparatus and requests a transfer of value, i.e. money from a pre-established 
account of the customer at a bank, to an account of the entity operating the stored value system 
(column 4, lines 27-44). After funds are verified, an authorization code (i.e. single use pick-up 
code) is provided to the customer (column 4, lines 54-67). Corder further teaches that once an 
authorization code is provided to a customer, the authorization code is deactivated, so that it 
cannot be provided to other customers (column 5, lines 3-8: single use). Continuing, the 
customer then goes to a value added terminal (ATM) and inputs the authorization code and the 
value added terminal can either obtain a supply of smart cards from which it can select one and 
program the card with the appropriate dollar amount (column 5, lines 22-33). After the value 
added terminal programs the smart card with the cash value, the authorization code is deactivated 
in a manner similar with the deactivation mentioned earlier (column 5, lines 46-54; Therefore the 
code can only be used one for a single transaction). The card is then dispensed to the customer 
who can use the card as electronic or digital cash at any number of money activated machines 
(column 6, lines 15-25). 

Claims 3 and 10, Downing teaches a method and system for transferring funds from an 
account to an individual in which a beneficiary utilizes a reference number and secret code 
provided by the sender to access the transferred funds (column 7, lines 29-42). Corder teaches 
that each smart card is programmed with a specific code that is recognized by value added 
terminals as being the code of the present invention and thus when a customer inserts a smart 
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card into a value added terminal, the terminal verifies that the card is authorized for use (column 
6, lines 15-25). 

Claim 16, Downing fails to teach obtaining a money pick-up device with a personal code 
and activating the device. Corder teaches that each smart card is programmed with a specific 
code that is recognized by value added terminals as being the code of the present invention and 
thus when a customer inserts a smart card into a value added terminal, the terminal verifies that 
the card is authorized for use (column 6, lines 15-25). Risafi teaches activating of money pick- 
up device (column 10, lines 32-67). 

Claims 20 and 26, Downing teaches a method and system for transferring funds from an 
account to an individual in which a beneficiary utilizes a reference number and secret code 
provided by the sender to access the transferred funds (column 7, lines 29-42). 

Claims 30-32, Corder teaches that each smart card is programmed with a specific code 
that is recognized by value added terminals as being the code of the present invention and thus 
when a customer inserts a smart card into a value added terminal, the terminal verifies that the 
card is authorized for use (column 6, lines 15-25). Risafi teaches the step of activating one of 
said money pick-up devices includes the step of the distributor selecting a money pick-up device 
from an inventory of money-pick up devices, and activating the money pick-up devices selected 
from the inventory (column 10, lines 33-67). 
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Claim 43, Downing teaches the financial instrument is an instrument representative of a 
funds-transfer (column 5, lines 16-22). 

Claims 44, Downing in view of Candor fail to teach that the financial instrument is a 
check. Risafi teaches that the cards can be obtained via a check. Downing, Risafi and Candor 
fail to teach the funds-access code is for a check. Official Notice is taken that transferring funds 
via check is old and well known in the art. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant's invention to modify the teachings of 
Downing, Candor and Risafi to include transferring funds via check because it allows an 
accessible way to transfer funds from one party to another. 

Claims 40, 41, 49, and 50, Downing teaches specifying a selected recipient and 
associating the financial instrument with the recipient (column 7, lines 6-41). 

Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to STEFANOS KARMIS whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6744. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on (571) 272-6783. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Respectfully Submitted 
/Stefanos Karmis/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3693 
22 June 2009 



